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part that can be perceived by the senses; it affected
only that which can not be so perceived, the essen-
tial, the substance. But all this is very far beyond
any point which had been reached in Alcuin's time,
or was reached for some long time after him. From
him we do not hear anything1 of substance and
accident, of essential and non-essential. He pre-
sumably used the expression quoted as a simple and
strong statement of his belief in a very real presence,
which he and the men of his time unquestionably
held, but did not attempt to define.

We have an interesting opportunity of realizing
the true feeling of leading personages of Alcuin's
time in this matter of the Presence in the Eucharist,
just where we might not have expected to find it,
namely, in the controversy on the use of images,
of which we must now see something. The Holy
Eucharist is used as an illustration in this contro-
versy. The Synod of Constantinople, which decided
that the images of the Saviour must be destroyed,
declared that the Eucharist is the only true image
of the Saviour; meaning that the union of the
divine grace with the earthly elements represents
that union of Godhead and manhood in His Person
which images failed to convey, inasmuch as images
of the Lord could only set forth His humanity.
The objection was raised by the opposition Council
of Nicaea that none of the Fathers had applied the
term imago to that which is His Body and His
Blood; but otherwise they did not raise objection
to the force of the comparison. If the modern
Roman doctrine had been held by either side in the
controversy, it must have shown itself in a declara-
tion that a comparison was impossible^ on the